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To olfcML fium ^rold W^igberg King aasasBlnation rtJcords 12/lo/7B 
Privacy requeata 

Thank you for roisinding ae tlmt 'Atm ^sar did in Tact filo tho the 

Daltiifioro and Loa angeleo /ioid ^'ioo with regard to aiy Privacy act raqueat of 1975. 

This alno rcisdndatio that w>ui;;i thero total atorie%*alling from th>^ fii^ld i^ffiooSf 
aa diat in g u io h a^l from extaooivo and continuing 9tcnovgIIini< by FBXHQ^ *^ 3 er also 
rapaato.. the raqueot to all field offices for tse becaiiae that wai3 beyond my capability. 

If you will be kind enougli to reread Mr. ^6sar*e ap;eale of January 24 and 31 
of tltLu yviir you vdll find that for t. o noat paxt they ore iguorcu. 

be aloo referred to th^ Waahin^^ton Field Office. Thei-a la no mfox’orioa to this 
In the few pogsa of recorda httm McCreight went rodcutly. And no rocorda. 

There la no rofer«Mioo to the atill withheld focords referred to. Koe la there 
any denial oF their exlatcnoe. 

lichen ao aucli tine jeoBeo and then tho FBI Qoea out ita way not to identify 
requests in any way and with ate alaost always xefueea to include the sequential 
numbare. it is not diffici&lt^ to get them mixed up. I pre^uEss this la FBI intent^ 
otherwise it would prupurly and clearly identify each request and oocLuunicatioa to tJie 
erclusion of all others. 

Baltimore is clearly and deliberately not oomplylng with this and with tlis 
requost/nPf-^^ beoauao. as you now know# it withheld its cutenesg in associating me 
with two bank robberies » unless JFHtiltq docidod that, ^'onsiderlug its oorlior fabrications 
I suppose I could regard filing ms with bank robbarloo as kindness by tbu FBI. however, 
all such records are within ay Pi request and in ny aaraer of allsg^d asi«cciatloa wi th 
bank robberies, aurpriaingly enough, with the Hng investigation. For that matter, 
although X have written you and the FBI about it often enou^ and proodLsea were made 
to th^ juciU^^ more than a yxuur ago. hFO still has not returned tho photo and sketch I 
loaned the FBI ing April I^SP* ^ coofldont. all rolcvsat records. 

Mr. hesor asked what lav was being enforced. The name of the local was withhold 
from a memo forwarding Hinutemen records I loaned the FBI. There was excision firou the 
copy of ^ latter to the eclitor of Uxe local paper over th^ xlrlng of a oscdologL&t 
who ap;wa*ently failed to rf>fer to the Founding Direr.tor as -bt. F-d^ar. I repaat tho 
unanswered question, what lavs were being enforced to make any Exemption 7 claim apiilioable? 

I was not a coikiidate for gownuaciot employDsnt and have every reason to bc^lluve 
that nobody wa^> conoideriug hiring mo without speaking to txt about it. So how does 
Exoaption 1 become api>licnbl©? 

When nay I erpoot response to tho actual appeals of about a year sLgo rather than a 
tew more of the many withhold records? and would you mind nudgLxsg FBIIBt and the Springfield 
F.O. about what ^ don't recall even frooa dream, ^y ailegod osooolatiQii with bank robberies? 
ilo ooplon elee-hero, like Memphis. <^hicago. St. ^uis? 


